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RE: Kerry Ross Boren v. Gary W. Deland, No. 900646 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
Pursuant to Rule 50(d) of the Utah Rules of Appellate 
Procedure, the Respondents, hereby waives the right to file a Brief 
in Opposition to the document accepted for filing as a Petition for 
Writ of Certiorari. This waiver does not constitute a stipulation 
that the petition should be granted. Indeed, the document filed 
does not meet the requirements of Rule 49 and does not assert any 
special or important reasons why the Court should exercise its 
discretion to grant certiorari, as contemplated by Rule 46. It is 
respondent's position that the petition should be denied based on 
the legal analysis contained in Respondent's Brief to the Court of 
Appeals and in the opinion of the Utah Court of Appeals, copies of 
which are enclosed. If the Court deems an addition response by the 
State necessary to its determination, a Brief in Opposition will be 
provided. 
Very t r u l y yours, 
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David F. Bryant C 
cc: Kerry Boren Assistant Attorney General 
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